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— Xi. 30, 31. 


| And] vowed a V ow unto the 

j Lord, and ſaid, If thou ſhalt 

| Andau fail deliver the Children 
; of Ammon into mine Hands, 


9 

Den it ſhall be, that whatſoever 

cometh forth of the Doors of my 

4 Houſe to meet me, when I return 
" in Peace from the Children of Am- 

. mon, ſhall ſurely be the Lord s, 

| ati. altos 


0 ering 


HIS Vow has becn the Su 
of much Ridicule ; 1 
made and 
and the 
h the 


2 


as raſhh 
— 4 5 
| 9 itſelf has ſuffered 
Character of Jepthab: The Vindication of 
AKN 
| ficulties, that an Attempt to remove them 
| muſt be of Service to Religion ; and this I 
| ſhall at preſent — I ſhall endeavour 
3 o 


, 


4 | Jepthah's Paw Julia 

to free it from the falſe whick 
have been put upon it, and from the Ob» 
jections which have been made it. 
But it is not the whole Hiſtory I ſhall treat 
in this Manner: — — 
a. Deſign for a ſingle Diſcourſe. The prin- 
cipal Point alone ſhall be now | 
namely, Jepthab's fulfilling his Vow, which 
I to ſhew he might, and. did fulfil 
without his Daughter. 

Taz Hiſtory been. generally . 
ſtood in this Senſe: When the Men of 


G:lead had placed Jepthab at their Head, 
are t delver them. From the Children of 


Ammon ; he his Army, 
and defore he began he vowed a 
Vow unto the > of = that if 
Gop would proſper him, e would facrifice 


whatever ſhould firſt meet him on his Re- 
turn. Upon this he begins the Attack, and 
the LorD delivered the Ammonites into his 
Hands, ſo that he flew them with a very 
great Slaughter. By this Succeſs he became 
obliged to a ſtrict Obſervance of his Vow ;. 
and it unfortunately ſo that as he 
ar ns, 
only Daug not v s Vow, 
222 to meet ln. Hereby 
ſhe to his Vow, the 
Perſon to be ſacrificed, and he did offer her 


vp for a Burnt-Offering, 


Tris 


<ejthob's Vow. It has generally been: 


vowed to do it; becauſe human Sacrifices 
| were abſolutely forbidden by the Law of 

MOSES. And Tepthab knew this; he 
did not only live in Obedience to the Law, 
* 


5 jepthab's Yow fulfilled, 
And would be act to his Knows 
ledge? Could he live in Obedience to the 
Law, and yet diſpenſe with the Breach of 
one Duty, which Moſes had made indiſpen- 
ſible ? or what an unjuſt Judge would he be, 
who ſhould undertake to the Offen- 
ces of others, while he himſelf was a 
— moſt notorious Offender ? Theſe Circum- 
ſtances, indeed, prove rather that he ovght 
not to have done it, than that he did it not. 
2. Wren we conſider further, that the 
- fame Spirit of the Lon p was upon Tepthab 
at the making his Vow, as was upon Moſes 
at the writing of the Law ; this clearly proves 
that he did it not: For the Spirit of the 
Lorp could not give one Law by Moſes, 
and another oppoſite to it by Fepthah—he 
could not, while the firſt was ſtill in Force, 
direct any Perſon to tranſgreſs it—the infal- 
lible Spirit of God cannot contradict itſelf-- 


nor can human Sacrifices be both lawful and 


unlawful at the fame time—ſo that if the 
ſame Spirit which ſpake in Moſes, directed 
Jephab (as the Text expreſly ſays he did) 
In making his Vow ; then no doubt he did 
not ſacrifice his Daughter: But 

3. FuRTHER, ſuppoſing he had offer- 
ed her up, and pretended to be directed by 
the Spirit 20 Gop, yet how came it to pals 
that he was never puniſhed ? To offer hu- 
man Sacrifices was made a capital oy 


— 


— 


and his Daughter not ſacrificed. 5 
the Law, and yet it is not ſo much as hinted 
that he ſuffered Deeth for what he did; Nay, 
where does it a that he was ever called 
is > AR it? _ OT 

ſo particular in the Offence, in 
— Of: ender, and che Time 
rar ras | Y hat then the — Seat 
not to have over-looked i it ; and Gop, 
who then preſided over it, was in Equity 
bound not to ſpare ſuch an Offender. And 
if Tepthah under theſe XN. 
not ed, it 1s at leaſt 
IN 
— if he had facrificed his 
4. Tnzsr tt. 
firmed from the Nature of the Action, which 
= Fepchad Aid net. There is nocking i 
ept not. is in 
oF; AT FE 
than that every Man's Life is his 

own! : This Senſe ariſes from 
the natural Principle of Self-Preſervation, it 
comes confirmed to us by the Laws of all 
free Nations, and is further ſtrengthened by 
the Laws of Gop: and that Action which 
ſhould: break through all theſe Laws muſt + 
_ be immoral. ee 
moral, yet it may be ſaid, Was 7e 
thah 8 — a4 
Action? St. Paul has here provided us with 
anAnſwer which fully clears up the Character 
of 


| 
| 


3 Jepthah's Vm fulfilled. 


is ever judged of according to thoſe who 
give it, and that is the 


. 


of Jepthab in this Particular: For the moſt 
conſiderable Circumftance in the Life of 
this eminent Judge, was the Hiſtory before 
us: EN 
corded of him in Scripture, and which placed 
Nowst. Pau could not form a Judgment of 
this his principal Tranſaction; and in the 
11th Chapter to the Hebrews where he is ce- 

ing the Praiſes of thoſe antient Worthies, 
through Faith, among others he mentions 
hah as one, of whoſe Deſerts the Time, 


he ſays, would fail, were he to ſet about B 


praifing oy — 4 a Com- 
mendation an Apoſtle was the higheſt 
Honour which could be conferred: For Praiſe 


is given by them, who are themſelves the 
moſt praiſe -worthy. What an high Honour 


then was it to be commended by a St. Paul! © 
Certainly there could be nothing unmoral in 
the Character of Fepthab whom he thus com- 
mended, and yet the principal Point of View 
in which St. Paul conſidered him, that in- 
deed which gives us the ſtrongeſt Proof of 
his Faith, was the making his Vow ; which 
if he had fulfilled by facrificing his Daughter, 


it muſt be confeſſed was an immoral Action. 


And therefore if Jopebah could not ſacrifice 


* 


and bis Daughter not ſacrificed. 9 
his Daughter without breaking through all 
wy er Ay which 
ſhalt not fall; and if St. Paul 
= nnn 
not have recommended him had the Action 
been immoral; n 
thah did nothing immoral in 
Vow, e did mee refs bis 
Daughter. And 
WY Braivzs, when be made his Vow, 
e promiſed to fulfill it Condition, that 
Gop would profjce him in the Und 
he had in Hand; and can it be fi but 
that Fepthah would word his Vow with ſo 
much Caution, as not to be obliged by it to 


do an immoral Aion? There are ſtill extant 
his great Abilitics as well 


Wy 
a Fach. clearly evince, that he was 


far from being either raſh or weak, and yet 


„ e 
he could firſt have vowed to ſacrifice 
ter, or afterwards thought himſelf 
obliged todo, becauſe Gop had given him 
Succeſs : In either of theſe RefpeHts he muſt 

have acted out of Character; in the firſt, 
without his uſual Prudence, for which he 
is recommended, in the latter without his 
Faith, for which he is celebrated. But ſtill 
6. WHATEVER Jepthab was, yet Gop 
- and how ſhall we vindicate the 
© Js ot ve Succeſs to thoſe 
Means, which led 1 0 . 
? 


' 
| 
| 
! 
| 
| 


FO Jepthah's Yow fulfills, 
End ? The Spirit of God was 

when he * his Vow— the Kaba Gon 
enabled him to ſucceed and it was this Suc- 
ceſs which obliged him to perform hisVow-- 
In theſe Inſtances he was certainly under 
the divine Guidance. And was it of Gop 
that he vowed to facrifice his Daughter, or 
could Gop in any Senſe be the Means of fuch 
a Sacrifice > Theſe Things cannot be. Far 
be ſuch Proceedings from the All- perfect. 
His Goodneſs, Juſtice, Veracity, nay every 
divine Attribute forbid us to think of it. 80 
that if the Perfections of Gon will not ſuffer 
kim to conntenance an immoral Action, and 
# he did countenance Tepthab's Vow by aſ- 
fiſting him with his HolySpirit, and by giving 
him Succeſs, then certainly the Thing he 
vowed was not immoral, and of courſe — 
did not ſacrifice his Daughter. _” 


Out of many more Objections 
be urged, 1 ſuffice at p 


fully appears from them, that the nn. 
commonly given is not rational, is CH- 
ſiſtent with the Truth of Scripture, and con- 
trary to the Hiſtory itſelf. Let us then ſeek 
out for ſome other Explanation, which may 
be fairly deduced from the Words themſelves; 
may be to the Reaſon of the Thing. 
and conſiſtent with the good Character St. 
Paul hath given us of Jeprbab; and fuch - 
an In 1 ſhall firſt lay down, and 
afterwards endeavour to cflablifh, in order to 
II. Prove 


end. his Daughter not ſacryficed. 17 
I. Prove, from the Hiſtory itſelf, that le 
did not ſacri ifice bis Daughter. . 
Tux Matter of Fact was this: When the 
| Children of Mae were in great Diſtreſs by 
rota ny wha of 277 wag naps nog 
Captain who might lead out to Battle, 
the Lord raiſed ey Jepthab wo be their Pe- 
liverer; and, e 
during the ra o Judges, the Spirit 
the Lord came upon bim to enable him to exe- 
| cute his Office. And when he entered upon 
| it, he made a Vow unto the Lon, That 
3 upon Condition of Succeſs whatever ſhould 
e rect Kim at his Doors, when he teturned 


* in Peace, ſhould EITHER. be the 
* Lonp's, OR offered up for a Burnt- 
* This was the Vow! And Fit 


ES N 
5 it was loſin 1 
ro Joy loſing the Inheritance which 3 in 
rs 
many other Privileges which then ſubſiſted 
among the Jews, but have now ceaſed 
among us, that e For 


| 12 Jepthah's Fow 2 | 

| we find, that ſbe went with ber Companions, 
and bewailed 4 Virginity upon the Moun? 
tains. And it came to paſs at the End of tw 
| Months that ſhe returned unto ber Father, who 
did with ber ACCORDING TO HIS 
o WHICH HE. HAD VOWED; 
i. e. according to the FIRST PART of 
the Vow he dedicated her unto the Lord, 
and in conſequence of ſuch Dedication ſhe 
continued the Remainder of her Life a Vir- 


g ber 


8 : | 
-- 1 8 
1 
” * * po 
4 d + „ 
P » E a 15 4 


vas, according to 


Tuis Was, indeed, a fingular Caſe : The 
Deſign of it was fo uncommon, the Rea- 
tor,s to juſtify it ſo extraordinary, that no 
„ * "Ih X as WY : Prece- ; 


Cable an Inflarce of fila 
evident a Proof of her Publick-Hirite 


tion ſo illuſtrious, that the Nation, in Gra- 
titude to her, made it a Law, {6 lon as ſhe 
lived, for the Daughters of Iſrael to 'go 
yearly to MA XE PRESENTS fo the 
"Daughter Jepthah, four Days in a Trar. 
Ak Yo ah dint out the 
Abſurdity of g Lear after 


Preſents to 2 0 d Perſon, though the Pro- 


Tuts is the * of the 
mla, and it is free from all the Objec- 
tions to which the common Opinion is ex- 
zoſed. It only remains, that I ſupport it by 
ound Arguments; and the blowing 1 I truſt, 
will appear to every one ſatisfaGtory. And, 
— Kar get & taken from the Hiſtory 

not mentioning her being facrificed ; and 
when the Hiſtory is thus filent, from whence 
can it be proved that ſhe was ſacrificed ? If 
there be any Proof, it muſt be either in the 


Words of the Vow, or in the fulfilling it: 
But 


ear to make 


HIS VO. — 80 that . 
what it was he did with 
=? 11d 


Here it is plain, w 
| Wark lit of two 


all the 


'N 


be Wy with ber ACCORD 


I 


ferred to the Words of the 


hah vowed li I 


«EITHER be the Loxp's, OR he 
& wauld offer it u for e _ 
o by omiſed in theſe 
ps: For what 


a 
Apparatus of the Temple were de- 
dicated to the Lord; but yet none of them 
were ſacrificed. The Vow then conſiſts of 


two Sentences, which mean two different 


Things, and which do not follow in con- 
ſequence—whatever meets me ſhall be the 
Lord's, AND I will ſacrifice it: But the 
true Conſtruction is, It ſhall be the Lord's, 
OR I will ſacrifice it; tor the Particle uſed 
in the nn 
the T have ſo oſten rendered it 

3 thue, 


iſtinct Parts, it would be kept ervin 
| « : Of hi bat f ihci 
hther—and as when he fulfilled 


2. Ts is ſtill further evident from hence, 
that though aeprbab had vowed to facri- 
fice whatever e ſhould firſt meet him, 
yet if a Creature had met him, which the 
Law forbad to be offered up, tis certain he 
could not have offered it; and how then 
could he his Daughter? If an unclean Crea- 
ure had firſt met him, would he have 
hought himſelf obliged by his Vow to offer 
t up when Gop had forbidden it? Cer- 
tainly he would not. No Vow can lay a 
Man under any Obligation to tranſgreſs the 
Laws of Gor. 5 
War then was to be done in this Caſe? 
The Law itſelf had provided a Remedy. As 
te unclean Creature could not be ſacrificed, 
it was to be ranſomed, and another allowed 


of : 


16 Jepthah's Yow fulfilled, 
of for Sacrifice, was to be offered 
Stead : And why not this Rule to take 
Place in the Caſe. | Jepthab? The ſame 
Law which forbad offering up an unclean 
Creature, forbad human Sacrifices. If a Vow 
ſhould fall upon an unclean Creature, it was 
to be ranſomed—If it ſhould fall upon an 


up in its 


human Creature, it wasalſo to be ranſomed— 
and Gon promiſed to accept of one in Place 


of the other.. As Ilay — — 
Argument, and would it carefully con- 
ſidered, I muſt refer to the 27th Chapter of 
Leviticus, where this Point is fully treated 
of. Now Jepehab mu have read'this Chap- 
ter. He could not but know that this was 
the Rule preſcribed in the Law of Moſes, and 
therefore though he had vowed to facrifice 
whatever Creature ſhould firſt meet him, yet 
ky woe act obliged by this Vow to fuetits 
his Daughter ; becauſe by the Law ſhe was 
to be ranſomed : And this eminent Judge 


could not be ignorant, that it was lawful to 


ranſom her, and abſolutely unlawful not to 
do it. So that put the Caſe either Way, the 
Point is clear: For her Father did include 
her in his Vow, or he did not—If he did, 
then ſhe was to be ranſomed and if he did 
not, then ſhe could not be ſacrificed And 
therefore this is another ſtrong negative Ar- 
gument, that ſhe was not made 2 
offering. But, 


3. Tur 


and l. Daughter + tot ſacrificed, iy 


3. Tun Evidence- does not reſt here: 
There are other ents, which clearly 
| that ſhe was alive after her Father 
fulfilled hisVow, and therefore of courſe 
ſhe could not be facrificed : For the ſacred 
Hiſtorian obſerves, as a Conſcquence of the 
Vow's being fulfilled—as what followed up- 
on her entering into it, that ſhe continued a 
Virgin all the reſt of her Life—Her Father 
did witb ber according ts his Vow : 
SHE KNEW NO MAN. But 
When? After ſhe was facrificed? No. This 
Remark would have been abſurd, when ſhe 
was dead; whereas being a Deſcription of 
her after the Vow was fulfilled, it muſt de- 
ſcribe ſome State or Condition ſhe was in, 
even after the Completion of the Vow and 
in C of it—and this was her being 
or continuing afterwards a Virgin. Tep- 
tbab, as I before obſerved, was not 


by his Vow to ſacrifice her—his Vow would 


de kept by her to the Loxp—he 
did dedicate her after ſhe was dedicated, 
the ſacred Hiſtorian remarks, that his 16- 
mained a Virgi be more 


any 
plain or ſelf- evident, than that ſhe who re- 
mained a Vi 


irgin, was alſo alive? Could the 
with any 


out being the other ? Nay if he had wrote 


1 8 prove her - *y could he have 
ght any ſtronger Proof than this 


That from * 1 of ber Dedication ſhe 


AND 


a. dara... I ee — — 


be ſaid to be the one with - 


continued 


received G TFTs for Men Here they 


18 Jepthah's Fow fulfilled, 


continued 4 Virgin. This, therefore, I look 


taken from the 


Daughters 0 Jrael, went yearly (to lament, 
as it is 


or as it is in the Original) 
te MAKE PRESENTS to the 


Daughter epthah the Gileadite 
Days in THT How the Tra, 


| to miſtake this Paſſage, is not 
be conceived: For the Word, 
y here render lament, and which 
make Preſents, they have given 
in way Pa but this 
have ? al; 'eC it by 
Reward, Hire, Gift. 


remarkable in the 


© is very 
Ixvin* Pſalm, 18 Verſe, Thou art gone up om. 
high, thou haſt led Captivity captive, thou haſt 
have 
—_ which 


Di — - peo the Au- 


thority of all the Lexicogra 1 To male 
Preſents is, therefore, the of it in 


this Place, and when theſe Preſents were 
I made 


and bis Daughter not ſacrificed. 19 
the Daughters of Iſrael went ing to the 
Laws of the four Days in a Year to viſit 
her ſhe muff be alive. She was a Recluſe . 
dedicated therefore alive. The Nature of 
the Preſents, which they carried, ſhew, that 
ſhe was alive, The Intention of making 
them as much. So does the ſetting 
a Days in a Year to make them. 
The very Thing ſpeaks itſel She re- 
e eee 
And beſides by the Law of Moſes it was 
a Crime to make them to the dead. And 
further it was by a Law, that theſe 
Preſents ſhould be made her this 
Law was contrary to the Law of Moſes, if 
ſhe had been es fo wes Hh 
paſſed it was li 

, what further Evidence would any 
Perſon require than this? That ſhe could not 
be dead, who was viſited four in every 
Year by the Daughters of Iſrael, and had 
then ſuch Preſents made her, as none could 
F na _—_— 

AnD what y 
3 what demonſtrates that ſhe was 
alive long after the Vow was fulfilled, is a 
Proof taken from the ſacred Hiſtorian's ob- 
ſerving, that ſhe RECEIVED theſe 
| Preſents. Four Days in every Tear the 
Daughters of Tjrael _ their Preſents y 

_— | ? 


\ 


20 Jepthah's Vow fulplled, 
the Daughter of Fept madc them 
for HER USE AND BENEFIT: 
The Particleuſedinthe does not only 
„ 
ep 7 
ſomething When ſpoken of two 
Things, where one is ſaid to act upon the 
other, it denotes, that one was the Cauſe of 
the other, and uced whatever Action or 
Condition the 


In this Senſe it is moſt elegantly uſed in the 
firſt Chapter of Genefis, When ſpoken of 


another, it often denotes that one did the 
Action for the Uſe and Benefit of the other. 
This is a well-known Idiom of the Sacred 
Tongue; and the literal Senſe of as" 
as well as the Scope of the Hiſtory, req 
that in the Paſſage before us it 2 
underſtood. The Phraſe therefore 

that the Daughters of rael made their Preſents 
for the Uſe and Benefit of Feptbab's Daughter, 


For the Uſe of one who was ſacrificed? For 


the Benefit of one, who was dead? Could 


fore the muſthave received them--they were 
made for her Uſe and Benefit, herefre the 
was ſenſible of them ſhe received them and 
—— — 4 
O 


riter was then treating of- 


Perſons, where one is doing ſomething to 


„ wamde T'O bas there- 


: — ——— —— — — — 


Vow was 


' — OR OO —- — 


ſupport it by other Authorities; but it ſeems 


be drawn between them to ſhew this; and 


ſaved was the Foundation of their Hiſtories 


and bis Danghter not ſacrificed. 21 
Years after alive, and of Courſe was mot 


required any thing to 
fon, Inge 


Ir this 
add to its Clearneſs and Conviction, 


to me undeniably concluſive. I ſhall only 
mention by Way of Illuſtration two hiftorical 


Paſſages of heathen Writers, in the grand 


Lineaments of which there is ſo great a Re- 
ſemblance of the preſent Hiſtory, that I 
hence; I mean the Vows of Agamenmon 
and Tdomeneus. Their Caſes were almoſt the 
ſame as Jepthab's, A Parallel might eaſily 


if it could be proved (with ſome Degree of 
Probability I think it might) that both of 


them took their Riſe from his Hiſtory, it 
would { the Interpretation I have 


now given of it: Becauſe if theſe were bor- 


rowed from it, and Tradition had preſerved 


perfect the chief Marks of Likeneſs, this 


would be a probable Reaſon that Jepthab's 
Daughter was not facrificed. Nee of 
their Daughters were offered up, tho' they 
were in parallel Circumſtanccs with his; 
and 'tis likely the Tradition of her being 


being ſo repreſented. And, | 
War tends ſtrongly to confirm the 
Opinion, that theſe Hiſtories were derived 


from 


22 Jepthah's Yow fulfilled, 


from Rea 


for that very Error, of which it is a moſt 


from Jeprbab's Vow, is an Inſtance of the 
fame Sort of Preſents being offered to certain 
—_— Ge World; and it will 


4 J. 1A oy 


44 
gabe we rc it up tothe Ds of Jethab 
It was in all A 
his Hiſtory. 
of the Fact, after they had forgot the Res- 
ſons upon which he acted, and this led 
them to cagraft on it numerous Errors. The 
Practice of dedicating Recluſes without any 
Obligation or N muſt I think have 
had is Original from hence. It took its 
Riſe from a groſs Miſtake of this 
It could not come into the Heathen World 


n it was unreaſonable; nor from 
Nature it was unnatural: There muſt have 


been ſome Authority which at firſt ſeemed 


to countenance ſuch a Practice; and T 
of Time and the Corruptions of 

Mankind the Caſe of Jepthab might be ſo 

much miſtaken, as to be made a Precedent 


clear Confutation. Now if this Cuſtom a- 
mong the Heathens, came from Jept hab it 
will greatly eſtabliſh the Interpretation of 
the Text. This it will prove at leaft, that 
they who were were not ſacri- 
ficed ; and that they, who receivad certain 
Preſents by Virtue of ſuch Dedication, were 
„ ꝶ3—)— 4 


and bis Dazgbter not ſacrificed, &c. 23 


hen he who receiv — 
alſo ali ue. 


I MIGnT have been more 
theſe 


plain an 
| Path been ily fad, I leave 4 
im Man to determine on which Side 
the Truth prevails. The common; received 
Opinion was that Jepthab according to his 
Vow ſacrificed his Daughter, but this Opi- 
nion I ſhewed was not defenſible : Becauſe 
human Sacrifices were forbidden by the Law 
f Moſes, and Jepthab did not tranſgreſs this 
w; for he was directed by the Spirit of 
God in making his Vow—he was never 
puniſhed for it—he is commended for it by 
6 
of it. And if the common Opinion 

nr ad 
leſs againſt the Arguments br ſit to prove 
that ſhe was not Hiſtorian 
has neither included her in the Vew, nor 


in 


L. 


nh fling geg, hun in 
cluded, the Law had 


the Vow be kipe, = 
a Burnt-offering. From theſe ne- 
gative Arguments I endeavoured to eſtabliſh 


fulfilling i: 888 pears 
for his Faith ee 


8 7 alſo is cleared in 
reconciled to Reaſon 
and common Senfe : 33 
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